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neg SEIZURE — No search war-/his defense on the merits. —_—in the Appellate, Law and Chan-| ORDERED that Judge Elmer B. Woods is assigned to the Law 
in uj rant is required to make legal/ The court, at the beginning cery Divisions of the Superior pivision of the Superior Court to serve in Camden County and 


“¢ © she seizure of evidence at the 
ime of a lawful arrest. 


ee seized are 


-Papers unlawfully 








(OF, § nevertheless admissible in evi- 

Trentoye cence if “evidential per se” 

3 hich merely means that they 

' be material and competent 

oe | without consideration of the 

——§ inanner in which they were ob- 
» tained. 

PPEAL — CRIMINAL LAW — 

we n criminal cases, errors in the 


dmission or rejection of evi- 
ence are not ground for re- 
ersal unless they prejudiced 
he defense on the merits. 
RIAL — On the facts and in 
iew of the full charge, court’s 
tatement that defendant’s 
estimony was” unbelievable, 
vas fair comment. 

Jigested from an opinion by 
elow, J.A.D., rendered Jan. 4, 
tru 950. Appellate Div. State v. Pin- 





600. [SKv. For the State—Charles V 
‘mm pWebb, Jr. (Duane E. Minard 


ros., C. William Caruso, of coun- 
For appellants—Samuel I. 
esSler (Max L. Rosenstein 





efendants appeal from a con- 
fiction for bookmaking. They 
ere arrested in a small room in 
k of a grocery store in which 





mas a radio tuned to a station 
——roadcasting racing news, sev- 
MISral racing papers or racing 
eel ets, and several memoranda 


xh 


ets, admittedly in the hand- 














, 
) Writing of defendants, contain- 
—_§n= memoranda as to bets on 
‘NTHHhorse races. All this material 
18 vas seized and was offered in 
—— if lence over the objection of 
he defendants. Detective Schultz 
¢ eRvho made the arrests, gave his 
). 8fopinion as an expert that these 
hlodkexhibits constituted equipment 
of a bookmaking office and in- 
yreted the meaning of the 
‘ Mm moranda. 
Appellants contend the ad- 
mission of these exhibits was 
error since they were seized 
without a search warrant and 


wh not ‘evidential per se’. They 
nclM™MlsoO assert error in the court’s 
rick : . 
sod: fisal to permit certain evi- 


jerce by a witness, expert in rac- 
ing activities, and in the courts 
rge “that in the court’s opin- 
ion’ Pinsky’s “testimony is un- 
Del:evable”’. 

The defense was that defend- 
an's were not engaged in book- 
<ing but that Pinsky was “a 





pster or turf counsellor” who 
received a ‘percentage of winning 
= be's placed by others at outside 
“Bso.rces on his advice. 
= ai 


~--— Held: Since it does not appear 








- the arrest was unlawful. no 
search warrant was required 

ce legal the seizure of the 

éviience. And even if the papers 

e unlawfully seized, they were 

StL. admissible in evidence since 

a ie were “evidential per se” 

Th» expression “evidential per 

sé’ as used in our cases in this 

ard, does not mean their 








eriality is self evident with- 
explanatory testimony, but 
means no more than that the 
Dapers are material and compe- 
‘én: without consideration of the 
Manner in which the State ob- 
tained them. 

While the court should have 
Dermitted the questions defen- 
dants asked their expert wit- 
hess, it does not appear that de- 
fendants were prejudiced there- 
Sy tor the information sought to 
b€ elicited was already in the 
Tecord. Under Rule 1:2-19 errors 
in the admission or rejection of 
€vidence are not grounds for re- 
versal unless they have prejudic- 











Qe! §! I 
% o gy 


and end of its charge, emphasiz- 
ed that the jury was “the final 
judges of the facts, uncontrolled 
by any comments of the court.” 
With explicit reference to his 
opinion of Pinsky’s testimony, he 


said, “Under the law it is your 


duty not to be bound by the 
Court’s opinion, but to disregard 
all such expressions of the Court, 
if you see fit to do so’. The por- 


ion of the charge of which Pin- 
sky complains was fair com- 
ment on the evidence and was 
not an abuse of discretion 


Affirmed 
and Lawyers 
Sponsoring 


Realtors 
Join in 





Lecture Course 
An important step towards ad- 
vancing the existing relations 
between lawyers and realtors is 
the course of six Tuesday night | 


lectures to begin January 17 at 
7:30 in the Newark Arts High 
Auditorium under the 
nsorship of the Newark Real 
Estate Board with the coopera- 
n of the Essex County Bar 


Ol 
lation. 


"noo: 


10 


Assoc 
The law 


Aaron Lasser, 


yer-lecturers are: 
John J. McClos- 
key, Edward J. Gilhooly, Andrew 
G. Holl, Milton Unger and Her- 
bert J. Hannoch. Thomas E. Col- 















ton, president of the Lawyers- 
li yn Title Insurance Co., is 
ourse moderator. 

A of six different Real- 
ors W participate with the 
awyer turers in answering 
oral and written questions by 
nrollees at the conclusion of 
every lecture 

The yeneral theme of the 
course is “Know More-Earn 
More Lawyers, realtors and 
members of their staffs are eli- 
gible yr enrollment. The lec- 

rers a all other participants 

e serving voluntarily without 





pensation, thus permitting 
an enrollment fee of $10. for the 
é re course 

ibjects to be included for 


ussion and the dates, follow: 
nuary 17, “Commission Agree- 





ments - Dealing with Receivers, 
Trustees and Executors”’, by 
I Lasser; January 24, “The 





er and Realtor 


of the Lawy 














n Contracts for Sales and Clos- 
ings’, by John J. McCloskey; 
January 31, “Cooperative Work 
f La - and Broker in Making 
Lease Edward J. Gilhooly: 
Febru 7, “Mortgages, Titles 


by Andrew G. Holl; 








ruary 14, “Suits Involving 
Real Estate, Management and 
Mechanics Liens - How to Avoid 
Then by Milton Unger, and 
Fe 21, “Appraisers’ Testi- 
m« n Court Proceedings” by 
Herbert J. Hannoch. 


Woods Nemed Superior 
Court Judge 

Elmer B. Woods, of Pitman, 
former Gloucester County Com- 
mon Pleas Court Judge was 
sworn in last week as a Superior 
Court Judge to fill the vacancy 
caused by the resignation of 
Judge Thomas Brown. 

Judge Brown, who had been 
assigned to the Law Division and 
was assignment Judge of Mon- 
mouth County, resigned Decem- 
ber 31, 1949. Judge Woods was 
appointed ad interim by the 
Governor. He has been assigned 
to serve in Camden County and 
Monmouth County and as AS- 
signment Judge in Monmouth 
County. 


Court on Tuesday January 17th, 
as the judges of Superior 
Court will attend the Governor’s 
Inauguration on that day. All of 
the County Judges and District 
Court judges, however, will hold 
court as usual. 


the 





Segregation in Public 
Parks Upheid in Md. 


Federal Judge’s Ruling 
Based on Supreme Court 
Doctrine Laid Down in 1896 
Baltimore, Md. (ACCN 2ul- 
ing in a case expected to be ap- 
pealed eventually to the U. S. 
Supreme court, Federal District 
Chesnut 


Court Judge W. Calvin 
upheld the constitutionality of 
i|the policy of the Baltimore 


'board of recreation < to 
segregate Negroes 


in athletics in the public parks. 


ind parks 


whites 












In holding that the policy of 
segregation is a proper applica- 
j}tion of a constitutional doctriné 
|}expressed by the Supreme court 
in 1896, Judge Chesnut granted 
a motion for a summary judg- 
ment dismissing a $500,000 dam- 
age suit and injunction proceed- 
ings filed by 21 Negroes and 
whites 

At the outset of his opinion, 
Judge Chesnut noted 
case was a “test” case 
was expected to be appeale 
said, however, that the isual 
test case was brought estab- 
lish some new point aw, 
while “the present seeks 


to disestablish presently existing 
law.” 

Judge Chesnut said he based 
his decision primarily on the 
896 Supreme court Ples- 
sy v. Ferguson, which establish- 
ed the doctrine that “segregation 
of races with respect to facilities 
afforded by the state for its 
citizens is within the constitu- 
tional exercise of t police 
power of the States, ectively 


provided, however, that the sep- 
arate facilities afforded differe: 
races are substantially equal.” 
The judge pointed out that 
the high court in the 1896 case 
ruled separation did pl 
inferiority of either race to the 


other. He also noted 





gation of Negroes es 
was an established policy in 17 
of the 48 states. 

In citing several Maryland 
Court of Appeals decisions ap- 
proving segregation, Judge Ches 
nut pointed out that sert- 
ed that “separation of races is 
normal treatment in this state.” 

Also cited was anoth Mary- 
land decision which heid: 
“Equality of treatment doe: t 


privilege 





require that 

vided members of the 

in the same place. A state may 
choose the method by which 


equality is maintained 

Judge Chesnut noted that 
question of whether se 
should be required 
fore his court. That 
a question for the 
branch of the state 
was called on to 
whether a state had the 
tutional power to follow 
of segregation. 


eregation 
be- 


sald, 1S 


not 


legislative 
He 


Sala ne 
decide } 


only 


constl- 





a policy 


The plaintiffs’ contention, he 
said, was that since the 1896 
opinion, segregation has been 


“outmoded” by changes in eco- 
nomic and other national condi- 
tions. 

“This argument,’ the judge 
said, ‘“‘Sseems to me to be address- 
ed to the wisdom of state policy, 
rather than to the existence of 
state power.” 


Monmouth County, and as Assignment Judge in Monmouth County. 


Ss 
Dated: January 4, 1950 





Arthur T. Vanderbilt, C. J. 


Mercer County Trial List 
It appearing that the trial and disposition of civil causes in the 
Superior and County Courts, Law Division, Mercer County will be 
expedited by a single trial calendar of all the causes in the Law 


Division of the Superior Court 
County, and all the 


causes in the Law 


with the venue laid in Mercer 
Division of the Mercer 


County Court, so that all ready causes whether Superior or County 
Court may be assigned for trial to a Superior Court Judge or a 
County County Court Judge then available. it is 

ORDERED that all causes in the Law Division of the Superior 
Court with the venue laid in Mercer County and all causes in the 
Law Division of the Mercer County Court be carried on a single 


trial calendar. 


All Superior Court Judges assigned to the Law Division in 
Mercer County are designated and empowered to sit in the Mer- 
cer County Court pursuant to the statute in such case made and 


provided. 


All Mercer County Court Judges, either permanent or temp- 
orary, are designated and empowered to try Superior Court causes 
when assigned to them, pursuant to the statute and rules of the 
court in such case made and provided. 

For the Court 


Ss 
Dated: January 3, 1950 


Arthur T. Vanderbilt, C. J. 


Middlesex County Trial List 
It appearing that the trial and disposition of civil causes in 


the Superior and County Courts, 


Law Division, Middlesex County, 


will be expedited by a single trial calendar of all the causes in the 
Law Division of the Superior Court with the venue laid in Middle- 


sex County, 


and all the causes in the Law Division of the Middle- 


sex County Court, so that all ready causes whether Superior or 
County Court may be assigned for trial to a Superior Court Judge 
or a County Court Judge then available, it is 

ORDERED that all causes in the Law Division of the Superior 
Court with the venue laid in Middlesex County and all causes in 
the Law Division of the Middlesex County Court be carried on a 


single trial calendar. 


All Superior Court Judges assigned to the Law Division in 


Middlesex County are designated 


and empowered to sit in the 


Middlesex County Court pursuant to the statute in such case made 


and provided. 


All Midlesex County Court Judges, either permanent or temp- 
orary, are designated and empowered to try Superior Court causes 
when assigned to them, pursuant to the statute and rules of the 
court in such case made and provided. 

For the Court 
s’ Arthur T. Vanderbilt, C J. 


Dated: January 3, 1950 


Monmouth County Trial List 

It appearing that the trial and disposition of civil causes in the 
Superior and County Courts, Law Division, Monmouth County, will 
be expedited by a single trial calendar of all the causes in the Law 
Division of the Superior Court with the venue laid in Monmouth 
County, and all the causes in the Law Division of the Monmouth 
County Court, so that all ready causes whether Superior or County 
Court may be assigned for trial to a Superior Court Judge or a 
County Court Judge then available, it is 

ORDERED that all causes in the Law Division of the Superior 
Court with the venue laid in Monmouth County and all causes in 
the Law Division of the Monmouth County Court be carried on a 


single trial calendar. 


All Superior Court Judges assigned to the Law Division in 


Monmouth County are designated and empowered to sit 
Monmouth County Court pursuant 


made and provided. 
All Monmouth 
temporary, 
causes when assigned to them, 
of the court in such case made 
For 


County 


Dated: January 3, 1950 


Law Degree Required For 
Admission to lowa Bar 


The Iowa Supreme Court has, 
by Rule of Court, eliminated law 
office study as a means of quali- 
fying for the Iowa bar examina- 
tion. The new Supreme Court 
Order provides that after July 1, 
1953 a degree from a recognized 
law school will be required be- 
fore the applicant may take the 
state bar examination. The 1953 
section of the Order was made 
to accommodate those persons 
who may already have started 
their three-year study in a law 
office. This new Order is the last 
step in continuing efforts to 
tighten regulations for admission 
to the bar. 


Court 
are designated and empowered to try Superior Court 
pursuant 
and provided. 

the Court 

Arthur T. Vanderbilt, 


the 
case 


In 


to the statute in such 


Judges, either permanent or 


to the statute and rules 


C J. 


Judge Giordano Hearing 
Monmouth Superior and 
County Court Matters 


County Court Judge John C. 
Giordano is presiding in the 
Monmouth County Superior 
Court temporarily while Judge 
Woods is sitting in Camden 
County. Judge Giordano will 
hear Superior Court and County 
Court motions and pretrials on 
Fridays and will hold Superior 
Court as well as County Court 
trials daily. 

The Superior Court and Coun- 
ty Court lists in Monmouth 
County have been integrated in 
accordance with Rule Alé pur- 
suant to an order of the Su- 
preme Court. 
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the court will not 


because it has a different con- 
ception of how the child should 
be reared. 


a right of visitation of his or 

her grandchild. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Schettino, J.S.C., rendered Dec. 
15, 1949. Chancery Div. In re 
Goidfarb. For plaintiff—Charles 


S. Okin. For defendants—Lester 
Sandles. 

This matter involves an appli- 
cation by a maternal grand- 


mother for the right of visita- 
tion of her grandson. The child 
was born Feb. 16, 1945. The mo- 
ther died Sept. 20, 1945. The fath- 
er remarried in March, 1947 and 
the present wife, during the pen- 
dency of these proceedings, 
adopted the child on June 24, 
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CHILD — Where a father and 
adopting mother conclude the 
child’s welfare is best served by 
severing all ties with the par- 
ents of the deceased spouse, There is and has been for some 
time considerable ill feeling be- 
tween the plaintiff and defen- 
dants engendered primarily from 
the 
child free of all association with 
the past and with the belief that 
its adopting mother is his natu- 


interfere 
with such determination and 
will not grant visitation rights 
to the grandparents involved. 
—The duty of raising a child 
rests with its parents and the 
court will not interfere merely 


--A grandparent does not have 


| against a parent. 


plaintiff visitation after his re- 
marriage and she did not see the 
child until the temporary order 


entered herein on Nov. 19, 1948 


defendants resolve to rear 


ral one. 


Held: The court 


dant’s assertion that 


conclusion that 
interfere 


leading to the 
the court cannot 
plaintiff’s behalf. 


The fact is that bad feelings 
parties 

filter 
through to the child. Defendants 
have decided the child should, 
not be reminded that the defen-, 


between the 
inevitably 


exist 
would 


do 
which 


dant wife is not its natural moth- 
er and point out 
acquired a parent’s right of con- 
trol by virtue of the adoption. 

Where a contest for custo 
occurs between a parent and an- 


ju 
dy 


| other, the existence of a right in 
|; the parent is a factor which the 


No such 
grandparent as 
Accordingly it 
has been held a grandparent does 
not have a right of visitation as 
against a parent. Where 
tion has keen granted a 
parent, it has been entirely upon 
a consideration of the welfare of 
the child without ‘ognition of 
any right in the grandparent. 
In a contest between a surviv- 
ing parent and the grandparer 
the deceased parents side, it 
is readily understandable that 
the best interests of the child 
could justify and require 
tion by the grandparent 


where, as here, the surviving 


should consider 
exists In a 


court 
right 


it 


rec 


ils 


on 


Ss 


Bui 


par- 


S 


ent remarries and the new spouse! 


adopts the child, thereby estab 





lishing a new family relation for 
the child, a very different situa-} 
ction The duty to deter- 
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210 Main St., Hackensack 
Phone Hubberd 7-4300 


is satisfied 
from the record that the defen- 
visitation 
by the plaintiff does and would 
upset the child is not well found- 
ed. But there are considerations 


on 


that she has' 


visita- 


2rand-: 


visita-| 


it possesses a different concep- 
tion as to the rearing of the child 
or its social relationships. 

The parents have decided that 
the child be reared in the belief 
defendant wife is his natural 
mother. It is not the province of 
the court to superintend their 
thinking. A mere difference of 
opinion as to what is in the best 
interest of the child is not enough 
to support judicial action. Where 

\a father and adopting mother 
conclude the child’s welfare is 
best served by severing natural 
ties with the parents of the de- 
ceased spouse, such determina- 
tion is not so plainly contrary to 
the welfare of the child as to 
justify ‘udicial interference. 

Judgment for defendants with- 
cut costs. 


CRIMINAL LAW — Characteri- 

zation of charge as private 
| lewdness instead of public 
lewdness is no ground for re- 
versal where indictment fully 
apprised defendant of acts 
| charged against him. 
EVIDENCE—A statement relative 
| to the offense charged made 

in the presence of the accused 
and not denied by him at the 
| time is admissible in evidence 
| as an implied admission if the 
' statement was made under cir- 
cumstances where one would 
ordinarily deny the _ truth 
thereof if false. 


—The questions of whether the 
accused heard the statement 
2gainst him and whether he is 
under the circumstances to be 
excused from making a denial 
and the effect of such evidence 
are all questions for the jury 
upon proper instructions by the 
court on the subject of evidence 





of this character. 
Jigeste from an opinion by 
A d Jan. 4, 
te v. Too- 
Rove eI 
‘ ‘le atty 
Willia ruso 





;SsOoOn arrive 
| ri 

1] 2. 17 
;1€AQGINE qu 
{ Whi h added 


up to a 


De- 
room 
this 
place. 


alnst 
In 
feet 


lewdness ag 
fendant was 
only a few 
'cOnversation w 
; He remained silent 
}the child's st 
| fendant’s 


the 


as 





ice ol 
de- 


and 
received 
over defendant's objection. 


atements 


were 






silence 
on 
be 
pri- 
e of 
im- 


Wefendant contends that 
the evidence he could not 
found guilty of lewdness in 
vate and that the eviden 
the child’s statements wa 
properly received. 

Held: Assuming the indictment 
should have characterized the 
alleged acts as public rather than 
private lewdness, still this is no 
ground for reversal. Defendant 
was not misled as to the 
accused nor prejudiced in his de- 
fense. 

Evidence of a statement rele- 
vant to the offense charged made 
in the presence of the accused 
and not denied by him at the 
time, is admissible. If the accus- 
ed spoke up and denied the ac- 
cusatory statement, evidenc 
thereof is not admissible. But if 
he remains silent under circum- 
stances where the truth of the 
statement would ordinarily be 
denied if it were false, his con- 
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NEWARK 
New Jersey’s milk supply prob- 
lem still is in a state of emer- 
gency was one of the key issues 


during 
Superior Court 


sion before Judges Jacobs, Bige- 
low and Donges in a suit chal- 
lenging 


argument 


(ACCN) — Whether; the emergency condition ends 
J. Hannoch, Newarz 
counsel to two groups of pr 


Page Two 
DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS mine how a child shall be raised Fjow Long Is Emergency? Is Question Before Cou 
!rests with its parents. A court In New Jersey Milk Case 
CUSTODY — PARENT AND 1949. The father forbade the ™@y not interfere merely because ae 


Herbert 


cessors and retail distribu 





















to 














here in the/ attacking the state’s entire mi om 
Appellate Divi-| control setup, asserted th fois 
present measures are ineffecti - 
and the need for permane 


validity 


of 


the 


state’s control is long overdue. 


























































































milk control laws and regula- “There is nothing emergent 
tions of the state office of milk Hannoch declared, “about Ne ca 
industry. York and Pennsylvania bein e 
Decision of the court was ex- next to New Jersey, nothir . oe 
pected at an early date. emergent about cows produci F ria 
In defending the 1948 state|more milk in the springtime. Bg ® ‘fe 
Department of Agriculture act) this has been going on for neazi™ ° lu 
and the 1941 statute on milk/17 years. You may ask how lor —— 
control, Deputy State Atty. Gen. is an emergency?” “> 
Lanigan contended that an “Doesn’t it go back to the o] PIE: 
emergency still exists. He told saying that life is one dam dan 
the judges, however, that “your|thing after another?” Jucg'S 
honors are the judges of when Bigelow queried with a sm] peal 
adding: “I do not see how §i'$ | 
duct reasonably justifies the con- melsiative declaration that a a 
clusion that he assented to the|°™ersency existed, say in 1949 
truth thereof and such state- _— apply ee 2 . also wonder a 
ment is then admissible. this power of the legislature ee 
Hie at all dependent upon an emey al 
Appellant objects that the rule Ee (y 


does not apply because he 
time 

circumstances 
is under arrest does 
make the statement inadmissible. 
To prevent the accused’s silence 


at 


the 





gency.” 


Was | “Have any steps been taken ff 
under arrest. The enact permanent legislatior’ 
that the accused Juqoe Jacobs asked. f 
not by itself «No Lanigan replied. “Ther 


is such a conflict 


are stymied on. getting 





from constituting an admission workable satisfactory plan.” 
the declaration must be in a Bay Mai 
judicial proceedi or inquiry or 

: : r 
under such circumstances that Sup eme Court and 


a reply was inexpedient, 
doubt 
y would 


f 
Tec 


coverned him 


ar, 





or 


silence 


the 


be Vv 


a) 


asé 


is 


a belief 









Appeliate Division to 
February 14th 


or that 
that his 

























be better promot- 
than by response Since Monday, February 13, ¥ 
a ume. Sucn g noluday (Lincoln’s Birthec agf mal 
here ebrated) there will be nfferiy 
only 4!. years old court s yn that day in oa 
y would not have | court ne Court anj 
at the trial. De- the Will sit 4 
rom this that)! guments ( Tuesday 
yf his accusations 14th, instead. 
ole This has 10 — = 
- ft (=) mo r T > 
r the thing tha Announcements 
usations admissib sidings tiv 
lpete of the ac- irds. Blaine 
Sites e of ae ae ALUS, Pine 
a eee ‘ritage Smit 
: ts food, III a: 
asserted ne alk tion of a pa 
sations. Wher ; : 
; ¥ ,LICe OL 


of Rj 


1lith and W 
(Floyd 


217 North Sixth Str 


oil 








member 
New Y 
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offices at 


‘inceton, for 


mt Teer 
Jk 1aW. 
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SERVING GUTH, CLIENTS 


The need for the corporate trustee has con- 
tinued under the Revenue Act of 1948. Drawing 
of new wills and revision of others, made neces- 
sary by the Act, has brought a much closer collabo- 


ration among attorneys and trust officers. 


Trusts are as important today in proper estate 
planning as they have been in the past, but there 
are certain pitfalls to be avoided if the maximum 


marital deduction is to be obtained. 


In problems of estate planning, the Fidelity 
Union Trust Company has had long experience 
and piedges itself to co-operate with the bar in 


serving mutual clients. 


FIDELITY UNION TRUST 


COMPANY 


IRVINGTON 


Neu: jersey 


FEDERAL 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


ABEAS CORPUS — The County 
' Courts have no jurisdiction to 


ends 
Newar 
of pr 
‘ibuto 
re mi 
1 th 
ffecti 
naney 


in civil cases. 
which ordered a mental 


stitution may on a 


jurisdiction 
revent - 
Sent or otherwise. 
ig 


jssue a writ of habeas corpus 


‘SANITY — The County Court 
in- 
competent confined to an in- 
proper 
showing order his discharge if 
over the persons 
involved is acquired by waiver 


ICESS — Initiation of pro- 
ceeding by habeas corpus in- 


ducir siead of petition is not a fatal 
ne. BY defect where all the parties 
nea: * luntarily appear since they 
i thereby waive the defect in 


process. 


al 


1ement. 
oested 
Ing. d:, 


from an opinion 














soon = hss on =k oth es ae ad ee eS eh ee 
J 
Q 
I 


‘ted to the 


> court. 


i ad (1 
Park being in Morris 


was out of 


county court’s 


that the 





tion to issue writs of h 
is is limited to 
Respondent argues 





pellants argue the cour 


had no jurisdiction becau 
he case is civil and 





PPEAL — PARTIES — A guar- 
dan of an incompetent is an 

ggrieved party” who can ap- 
I from an order discharg- 
i: g the incompetent from con- 
f 


rendered Jan. 4, 1950. 
‘eme Court. In re Van Winkle 


»d- 


appellants—Peter J. McGin- 

(Ward, McGinnis & Frie 
attys.). For responden 
is J. Kennedy (Murner 
cuardi 








the Passaic Coun- t! 
urt’s jurisdiction. They con- | RS. 2 


yr 


abeas 
criminal 


the 
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tracing missing people for 
leading attorneys, - fiduci- 
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| 
ity court had jurisdiction to| 
issue the writ, that the question | 
is now academic and that appel-}| 
lants have no standing to appeal. | 

Held: The County Courts suc- 
ceeded to the jurisdiction of the 
mer Common Pleas Courts. A 
view of the history of the Com- 
Pleas Courts, set forth in 











he opinion, leads to the conclu- 
sit they were not historic- 








al invested with an inherent 
‘ommon law right to issue writs 
of as corpus. Such writs 
re extraordinary writs in Eng- 
I and had never become a 


part of the general common law 
‘ivil jurisdiction. While general 
] jurisdiction 
given to and 
Pleas 


extraor- 


over 
ma tters was 
ee 


ymmon 


and 








jurisdiction was give 
sted only in our 
Ss me Court 
S torily, the only legisla- 
] onferred on the Com- 
S : S yr 
> ¢ 2 2-14 
: : 
ri irisdiction of the court. 
T rs to have been the 
1 the Common 














SMai Maes r€ O O 
Tlilli ] esc ( oO 
) S( O ntil 
Qe} ourt ol 
il O Tl S. 
he ing 1iwed 
A s the: e. Since 
pe 
on S erits 
S ni se raised as 
¢ ) i ro SS usec 
irisc tion o 
I 790 to z. 
yerson ana ere 
¢ The cour 
10 he ibje 
R.S. 30:4-56 permit 1€ 
son ( n 
Oo! yurt ) CoO - 
Ir io} Th 
Co aving ci 
I and Naving I 
subjec r S 
ot co S- 
I final question is as to the 
l] 8) YYOSE te 
a nts rei! oO 
, ing to appeals 


proceedings 








smucl held there 
O to issue the 
ppellants acquire no status 
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Attorney General's Opinions 


FORMAL OPINION 1950 - No. 1; 
Col. S. L. South 
Acting Adjutant General 

Receipt is acknowledged of; 
your letter of December 29, 1949] 
relative to the installation of a} 
motor vehicle storage building 
on the armory site at Elizabeth, 
New Jersey. I note you desire to 
be advised whether or not it is 
necessary to obtain 
from the City of Elizabeth 
such construction as 
the ordinances of sai 

This Department has 
constantly, for many year 
the operations of the 
the construction of armorl 
other buildings, are 
to municipal regulations, for t 
reason that the State is ne 
bound by any grant 
a municipality, or 








permit 
for 





ruled 





dol 








tions established by the municli- 

under such r, or by 

y statute, unless tl ntention 

is clearly expressed in the grant 

wer to the municipality, or 

‘the statute, tha the State 
be bound thereby 

is on the ty of 

s for the Su} Pub- 

lic Schools v. Tret NS 





Eq., page 667, and N 
Interstate Bridge and T 
Commission v. The City of Jer- 
City, 93 N a Eq 50. 
opinions have been unl- 


followed by 

D. Pal 
Ne! Get ner 
Joseph Lan 

ty Attorney, G 


orneyv 





FORMAL OPINION 
Housing Authority 
City ol I 


1950-NO. 2 























I } ) t 

a id acting WCOmiris - 
i r of the Perth A Hous- 
ing Authority and th 
Preside! of the P bo 
N ynal Bank of fI I 
New Jersey. This I 
d tory of H l 
Funds 

Thi ere -_ 

ue 
} het ( ymner 
Var shoul noved 
as a member of tn Au- 
hority because hi E de 
the bank whi da 
depository by the Auth y; and 

2) Whether it is n iry to 
discontinue the use of this bank 
of which the Commissioner 1s an 
officer aS a deposi Au- 
thority Funds. 

The answers to these ques- 
tions are contained local 
Housing Authorities Law 2.5. 
55:14A et seq. Section 
act refers to the 
hand. The applicable 


this section reads as follows: 
R.S. 55:14A4-6:- 

No commi 
employee of an authority shall 





acquire any interest di! or 
indirect in any housing pro- 
ject or in any property in- 
cluded or planned be in- 
cluded in the project nor shall 
he have any interest direct or 
indirect in any I or 
proposed contract mate- 
rials or services to be furnish- 
ed or used in connection with 
any housing project. If any 
commissioner or employee of 
an authority owns controls 











an interest direct or indirect 
in any project icluded or 
planned to be included in a 
housing project he immediate- 
ly shall disclose the same is 
writing to the authority and 
—We Cooperate With Attorneys— 


SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 


786 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 


MArket 3-3213-4 














such disclosyre shall be en- 
tered upon the minutes of the 
authority. Failure so to dis- 
lose such interest shall con- 
stitute miscofrduct in office. 
Upon such disclosure such 
commissioner or employee 
shall not participate in any ac- 
tion by the authority affecting 
such property. For inefficien- 
cy or neglect of duty or mis- 
conduct in office a commis- 
sioner of an authority may be 
removed by the appointing au- 
thority which made the origin- 
al appointment, but a commis- 
sioner shall be removed only 
after he shall have been given 
a copy of the charges at least 
ten days prior to the hearing 
thereon and had an oppor- 
tunity to be heard in person 
or by counsel. In the event of 


the removal of any commis- 
sioner, a 1ecord of the pro- 
ceedings, together with the 
charges and findings thereon, 
shall be filed in the office of 
the clerk”. 

The section of the statute 


above cited clearly states that if 
any commissioner of an authori- 
owns or controls an interest 
direct or indirect in any project 
included or planned to be in- 
cluded in a housing project he 
shall immediately disclose same 
in writing to the authority and 
such disclosure shall be entered 
upon the minutes of the authori- 


tr 


Failure to make such dis- 
closure constitutes misconduct 
in office. Upon disclosure such 


commissioner shall not partici- 
pate in any act of the authority 
affecting such property. 


It can be assumed that Mr. 
Van Syckle’s position as Presi- 


dent of Perth Amboy Na- 
ional Bank was known by the 
who designated 
the bank as depository for au- 


the 
UIE 


-OMmMissioners 


thority funds and that his in- 
terest as such has therefore 
been disclosed. The record, 


therefore, indicates that there is 
no misconduct on the part of Mr. 


Van Syckle which would war- 
rant his removal from office or 
which would require that pro- 
ceedings for this purpose be in- 
stituted against him. 

The answer to the first ques- 


tion above set forth, therefore, 
is that he should not be removed 


from office as commissioner. 


The second question is wheth- 
er the Authority should discon- 
tinue the bank as depository be- 
cause of the fact that one of its 
commissioners is president. 

In view of the fact that there 
has been a disclosure as to any 


interest Mr. Van Syckle may 
have in this matter either di- 


rect or indirect, there is no need 
of any such discontinuance. 
However, Mr. Van Syckle should 
not participate in any action by 
the Authority affecting the use 
of this bank as depository or in 
Which both the bank and the 
Authority have an interest. As to 
any future matters concerning 
situations where both the bank 
and the Authority may have an 
interest, he should make a full 
disclosure of same to the Au- 
thority, which disclosure should 
be inc'uded in the minutes of the 
authority. 

Theodore D. Parsons 

Attorney General 

By: Chester K. Ligham 

Deputy Attorney General 

Announcements 
Bernard H. Weiser and Harvey 

D. Leuin announce their associa- 
tion as partners for the general 
practice of law under the firm 
name of Weiser & Leuin, 10 West 
Main Street, Freehold. 


A. Irving Rosenberg an- 
nounces the opening of his office 
for the general practice of law 
at Professional Building, 968 
Stuyvesant Avenue, Union. 

Francis J. Ward announces 
the opening of his office for the 
general practice of law in the 
Commeicial Trust Building, 
recom 209, 115-119 Jackson Ave- 


nue, Jersey City 5. 
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The Administrative Procedure Bill 


In his Annual Message to the 1948 Legislature, the first to be 


held under the 1947 Convention, Governor Driscoll stated, 


“The next step is to make the procedure of our 
administrative agencies conform to accepted 
standards of fair and uniform administration ac- 
cording to the rule of law.” 


This recommendation sought to implement Art. V, Sec. IV, par. 6 
of the new Constitution, which provides 


“No rule or regulation made by any department 
* shall take effect until it is filed either with 
the Secretary of State or in such other manner 
as may be provided by law. The Legislature shall 
provide for the prompt publication of such rules 
and regulations.” 


* * * 


in 
(1) 


of 


The Administrative Procedure Bill, which was introduced 
March, 1948, as part of the Governor’s program, prescribed 
procedures for the formation of rules, recognizing the right 
interested parties to be heard before promulgation; (2) weekly 


and annual publication of the rules in an Administrative Code | 


analogous to the Federal Register; (3) application of the rules by 
a group of hearing commissioners who would be independent of 
and (4) a definition of the right to judicial review by 
the 


the agencies; 
the Superior Court under Art. VI, Sec. V, par. 4 which gives 
Appellate Division jurisdiction ** in such other causes as may 
be provided by law.” 


Reasons for opposition to the bill were many and various; 
some objected that the hearing commissioners could not be spe- 
cialists in all fields, while others feared legislative endorsement 
of principles, such as the relaxaticn of rules of evidence, or prac- 
tice before the agencies by laymen, which as this column pointed 
out at the time, were already in effect. But certainly the greatest 
reason for opposition was simple human inertia, the urge that 
“makes us rather bear those ills we have than fly to others that 
we know not of.’ As a matter of fact, a prominent attorney, who 
shall be nameless, stated in one of the joint committee hearings 
that he was opposed to the bill simply because it was novel. 


Since the Spring of 1948 the State of New Jersey, and most 
particularly its legislators and its lawyers, have learned that novel- 
ty is not inherently evil, and it even ceases to be uncomfortable 
as they become accustomed to it. 


The Administrative Procedure bill carries out the mandate of 
the Constitution; but independently of that mandate the people 
of this State are entitled to a rational system of administrative 
procedure; amendments may be required, but there can be no valid 
excuse for further delay in enacting the bill in its major aspects 
as it was first introduced two years ago. 








Passaic Bar Annual Dinner Jan. 27 


Address by Chief Justice and{presided in by these men. The 
Presentation of Portraits of officers of the Passaic County 
Former Judges on Program Bar Association are, Edward H. 

a Saltzman, President: Hugh C. 
The Passaic County Bar Asso- Spernow, Ist Vice-President: 


Mendon Morrill, 2nd Vice-Presi- 
dent; Sigmund Unger, Treasur- 
er; and Salvatore Ruggiero, Sec- 
retary. 


ciation will hold its 60th Annual 
Dinner on Saturday evening, 
January 21, 1950, at the Alex- 
ander Hamilton Hotel in Pater- 
son. Edward H. Saltzman, Presi- 
dent, announced that the Hon. 
-Arthur T. Vanderbilt, Chief 
Justice of the New Jersey Su- 
preme Court and Justice Harry 
Heher, together with former 
Common Pleas Judge Joseph A. 
Delaney and former Vice Chan- 


Legislature Organizes 

The 174th Session of the New 
Jersey Legislature opened on 
Tuesday. Both houses organized 
by appointing their officers and 
committees. 





cellor Vivian M. Lewis, will be The Senate officers are: Sam- 
the speakers. The dinner will uel L. Bodine, President; Alfred | 
also mark an unusual event B. Littell, Majority Leader; Rob- 


ert B. Meyner, Minority Leader 
and Oliver F. Van Camp, Secre- 


when the Association will pre- 
sent portraits to the County of 


Passaic of former Circuit Court tary. 
Judge Joseph G. Wolber, now The Assembly officers are: | 
deceased, and former Common Percy A. Miller, Jr., Speaker; 


James E. Fraser, Majority Lead- 
er; T. James Tumulty, Minority | 
Leader and Philip G. Wadsworth, | 
Clerk. 


Pleas Judge Joseph A. Delaney 
and former Vice Chancellor Viv- 
ian M. Lewis. The paintings will 
hang in the various court rooms 
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; . ie Proposal 
Publishers of the law lists and The Lawyers’ List “2s 
;legal directories listed below | Law List Publishing Co. Columbia Law Professor {+ 
have received from the Commit- 111 Fifth Avenue Savs Unif ie See ae si ‘ 
tee on Law Lists of the Ameri- New York City 3 ae Se eee i a 4 
'can Bar Association, as to the Russell Law List Offered to States in 1950 Bi + f 
list of lawyers’ names in their Russell Law List Ts ‘i pe 
1950 editions, a certificate of 527 Fifth Avenue NEW YORK ‘(ACCN)—In ged 
: ° ° — — ‘ 1-7-4) qr 
compliance with the Rules and New York City 17 address during the final sessicpé ' 
Standards as to Law Lists. : : of the annual meeting of tiga™ t 
General Legal Directory American Business Law Ass 4.7 
Commercial Law Lists Martindale-Hubbell Law Direc- Prof. Allison Dunham of Coluzgnen 
; 2 tory bia university law school efreast 
A. C. A. List (October, 1949-1950 1 : : wy ; 
Edition) Martindale-Hubbell, Inc. plained the ambitious projecga_ue 
é : One Prospect Street c i io visi geen 
Associated Commercial At- a ee eee of codification and re — w 
torneys Lists Summit 1, New Jersey commercial law which may tac:, t 
ee een ered i 50 to s gis.qgh: rou 
165 Broadway a, a Te offered in 1950 to State legis 
New York City 6 : tures and congress. nd t 
siete vd Best’s Recommended Insurance : : e tiv 
American Lawyers Quarterly Attorneys Prof. Dunham explained th@, iv 
The American Lawyers Alfred M. Best Co.. Inc. the “Uniform Commercial Coc . 
‘ © , hye. ’ >} > "OV oe : 
_Company 75 Fulton Street now being drafted covers ey th 
1712 N.B.C. Building New York Citv 7 territory now occupied by seve re! 
Cleveland 14, Ohio |Hine’s Insurance Counsel uniform commercial law acts, 4 eth 
Attorneys List Hine’s Legal Directory, Inc. well as other subjects not cover he ce 
United States Fidelity and 38 South Dearborn Street ed by uniform acts such as le a ue 
Guaranty Company Chicago 3, Illinois ters of credit, bulk sales, bar aa 
Redwood and Calvert Sts. |The Insurance Bar collections, chattel mortgageg.. ... 
Baltimore 3, Maryland The Bar List Publishing Co. @S5Signments of accounts rece #4 
B. A. Law List State Bank Building able and factor’s liens. t 1 
The B. A. Law List Company Evanston, Illinois If adopted by a _ substantigDepar 
161 West Wisconsin Avenue, The Underwriters List number of states, he declar: ue, 
Milwaukee 3, Wisconsin Underwriters List Publish- the uniform commercial ccdgm«nt 
Clearing House Quarterly ing Co. will “revolutionize the teachingfo pre 
Attorneys National Clearing Southern Ohio Bank Bldg. of commercial law subjects ue 
House Co. 519 Main Street the law schools and should 4d as 
1645 Hennepin Avenue Cincinnati, Ohio likewise in business schools§{?cmm 
Minneapolis 3, Minnesota lai aa ictal even if the code does not revo.ugix an: 
The Columbia List . = s : ae - “a , tionize commercial practice fic so. 
Ie OY » > @ ¢ » > ra eTIC P law 
The Columbia Directory page moe - " ate Pega the practice of law. is up 
Company, Inc ages oe me 7 In explaining the magnituqrove 
320 Broadway Chie: oe 4 wt son boulevard of the project. he said it cove: 30 
New York City 7 = Pinner seen e . hin territory occupied by the Nego™n op 
The Commercial Bar o “one tee ‘ts “pe : ator tiable Instruments law, the Salefnce | 
The Commercial Bar, Inc a a ni ih is act, the Warehouse Receipts acgprocee 
. naa b, MLE SC ree 4 - i . +h a " 
021 Fifth Avenue Ct acre a ened the Bills of Lading act, th@n suc 
New York City 17 ORE; Serene Stock Transfer act, the Condy tor 
C-R-C Attorney Directory Foreign Law Lists tional Sales act, and the Unigurthe 
>» PS = Tg, aw ist ‘om- rr Trust receipts ac r@idn't 
ee be 7 Law List Com- canada Bonded Attorney ag = a a f poi: eive t 
FOR 00g eth ti Canada Bonded Attorney @ |" OS" 3 Ss OO ae ; 
50 Church Street eer) oe : commercial activity which wigupon | 
ss ates Legal Directory, Ltd. : ee a 
New York City 7 223 Lonsdale Road not be touched by this code, aS 
Forwarders List of Attorneys i or via: : . \SAIC. wc 
se Pre Re Rs Pee zed Toronto 12, Ontario, Canada re Tie tice 
Forwarders List Company Canada Legal Directory Prof. Dunham said that wit oo 
38 South Dearborn Street ‘ : the exception of the 16-vear-o)i ne 
‘ Canada Sonded Attorney & | ° pws oS ee eer a. 





Chicago 3, Illinois Uniform Trust Receipts act, 





Legal Directory, Ltd. 









The A ye ar . . 
c ‘ 99° sdale ay of the uniform acts mentione 
The General Bar 223 Lonsdale Road f tk nifor t tlone i 
The General Bar, Inc. Toronto 12. Ontario. Canada #re more than 30 years old ant ec 
36 Jes t Street ~ . - ie Gees a SRR ° ne 7A € raried \flienrce qn = 
a6 West 44th Stree Canadian Credit Men’s Commer- have had varied influence ant 
New York City 18 cial Law and Legal Directory popularity. Although 53 jurisdic# 
International] Lawyers Law List Canadian Credit Mens’ * tions have the Uniform Nego@Z 
International Lawyers Com- Trust Association. Ltd tiable Instruments law and th 
pany, Inc. 456 Main Street Uniform Warehouse’ Receipt 





33 West 42nd Street act, only about 40 have the Sale 





Winnipeg, Manitoba, 















New York City 18 Canada act and less than 10 have th ES 
The National List Canadian Law List Uniform Conditional Sales ac 
ig ee East, Inc. Canadian Law List Publish- The older acts were all draw 
ey bs ee Street ing Company against the background of com 
> pete ig $ y : is 24 Adelaide Street, East mercial transactions as conduct 
Rand McNally List of Bank Rec- Toronto, Ontario. Canada ed in the latter part of the lag 
ommended Attorneys Empire Law List century and the beginning R 
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McNally & Company Butterworth & Co. (Publish- this one. Only the Uniform Tru: 





































5238 Ss + | ee ho. i E 
sete ecient ee ers) Ltd. Receipts act of 1933 was drafie 
wet pas Mp apr 4. 5 & 6 Bell Yard. Temple consciously to meet a _ proble! 
gegen nats List — Bar peculiar to Twentieth centur 
€ es d Law List Com- London W. C. 2, England business. 
pany, Inc. h ntprrnahinwael. Ionita ; : 
280 Broadway The International Law List Dunham named this aspect 4 
New York City 7 L. Corper-Mordaunt & Co. Widespread distribution of a 
+ v L ity tr Ica : ; 
Wright-Holmes Law List Pitman House pensive durable goods to ccng 
Seibiadah Riches ime e ks Parker Street sumers without capital by dis 
right-Holmes Corporation London W. C. 2. Englanc 2S, : E 3 
295 West 34th Street _ London W. C. 2, England tributors with little more capita 
New York City 1 Kime’s International Law Direc- and goods manufactured 06! 
; ; tory manufacturers whose sales pcli¥ 
Zone Law List Rial bs Pee eRe ee ee oe Sa Oe 
Zone Law List Publishing Kime’s International Law cy was built along the lines ogy™ ‘ill 
Company xe __ Directory, Ltd. sales for cash. It would be mir: 
315 North Seve ee 50 Carter Lane ulcus, he added, if these olce! 
5 North Seventh Street London E. C. 4. England ree ill ad 6 
St. Louis 1, Missouri ss — ri ora aaa 8 
General Law Lists Letters of Intention — a iad poncicincenise bess 7 fe 
American Bank Attorneys Outstanding: so Fiske mgr a bee “Ti 
ass distri g S 
American Bank Attorneys International Trial Lawyers ae ee ee 
8 Brattle Street Expiration date: 19-31-30) The address of Prof. Dunhim 
Cambridge 38, Mass. Cantee! then miatice es tie Was similar to that given by P*o- 
The American Bar Tact Fane swap lessors Karl and Soia Llewel-y3 
“ip 141 West Jackson Boulevard _."., i : sinad 3t 
The James C. Fifield Co. Chienan 4. Wie at the recent mid-winter me2t- 
19 ae = “li ‘ = ’ ice in Po + T , aid , 324 
121 West Franklin Probate Attorneys Association ("8 Of the New Jersey State 1a) 
Minneapolis 4, Minnesota ‘Membership Roster) Association. 
The Bar Register ‘Expiration date: 12-31-50) It was noted that through h 
The Bar Register Co., Inc. Probate Attorneys Ass'n. ¢fforts of the American Law 
One Prospect Street 630 Jergins Trust Bldg. Stitute. which has pushed “hi bs 
. enero New Jersey Long Beach. California project, the Maurice and Laut 
Jampbell’s List Falk foundation of Pittsburgh 
Campbell's List. Inc. _In issuing any letter of inten- granted $250,000 for the under’ 
140 Nassau Street tion the Committee is not indi- taking. In the late Thirties thé A 





New York City 7 cating that the publication will 
& Administrative actually be issued or that it will 
Lawyers Directory conform to the Rules and Stan- 

Central Guarantee Co., Inc. dards as to Law Lists. The Com- 

141 West Jackson Boulevard mittee issues a letter of inten- 

Chicago 4, Illinois tion upon representations made 
by the publisher that he will 
issue such list in a manner 
which will conform to the Rules 
and Standards. 


Commerce and Industry Ass? 
of New York sponsored legisla: 
tion aimed at several of the ob- 
jectives of the uniform commer!- 
cial code proposals. The National 
Conference of Commissioners 0% 
Uniform State Laws dated 
work in this field from 1896 with 
the Uniform Negotiable Instru‘ 
ments law. 











The Lawyers Directory, Inc. 
18 East Fourth Street 
Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
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Continued from last week) 

29. Q. Must the Treasury ac- 
Or ent the value fixed in a valid 
Be ihuv-sell agreement of the value 
50 f a decedent’s interest in a busi- 

ess for Federal Estate Tax pur- 

In oses? Can the Treasury De- 
sssioqpartment fix any other value and 
of thgax the estate accordingly? 

Ss ,. There is no specific require- 
‘olurgment that the Commissioner or 
91 exffrcasury Department accept the 
rojecqya. ue fixed in a valid buy-sell 
ion @e cement. Notwithstanding this 
ay ., however, if an agreement is 
opis ah roughly and carefully drawn 

ni takes cognizance of pros- 
pective lifetime disposition of 

A th interest in the business, as 
God as fixing mandatory terms 
‘3 or the purchase and sale of the 
S€Vefn->rest of the business upon the 
vi e. th of one of the principals, 
oe court decisions support such 
ie for Federal estate tax pur- 

es. It is important that the 
nsaction be a bona fide one 

i that such agreements be 

t fresh. While the Treasury 


epartment may fix another 
ue, if a carefully drawn agree- 
nt is in effect, it is not likely 
prevail upon challenging the 
ue set down by the parties to 

agreement. It is always the 
mmissioner’s prerogative to 
another value if he sees fit 
so. In such event, the burden 
upon the taxpayer to dis- 
rove the Commissioners’ action 


to 


1ituc 

ove 30. Q. If a husband selected 

Negoman option under his life insur- 

Saldnce policy providing that the 

s acgproceeds be payable to the wife 
n such manner as would quali- 

ondigy for the marital deduction, and 


eive the balance of the proceed 

pon her death, that such pro- 
h would go to their daugh- 
ter, would the proceeds not auto- 
tically the wife’s estate 
“gf she did not leave a will? 

A. The disposition of life in- 
urance proceeds are not con- 
rolled by an insured’s will bu 


>eds 


Unigurther provided that if the wife 
Thergfiidn’t designate someone to re- 


3 


go to 
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by the specific phraseology con- 
tained in the beneficiary clauses 
in the insurance policy. If the 
instructions to the insurance 
company provided that the pro- 
ceeds were to be payable in in- 
stallments to the wife, with all 
remainder payments at wife’s 
death to daughter, and with full 
power in the wife to appoint to 
someone other than the daugh- 
ter to her estate, to receive 
the proceeds remaining unpaid 
at said wife’s death, it would be 
up to the wife to exercise this 
option. Failing to do so, the pro- 
ceeds would go to the daughter. 
If the insured did not direct that 
the unpaid amounts be paid to 
his daughter, then, under such 
circumstances, if the wife had 
the full power to appoint and 
failed to do so, the proceeds 
would go to the wife’s estate. In 
such event the proceeds would 
then clear through the wife’s 
will, and, if the wife designated 
the daughter to receive her es- 
tate under her will, she, in turn, 
would get the proceeds. The pro- 
ceeds would first be received by, 
and form a part of the wife’s es- 


or 


ite and could devolve as a re- 

sult of the directions contained 
in the wife’s will, to the daugh- 
er 


31. Q. What, if any, are the 
dangers corporation 
buying insurance on the lives of 
stockholder officers, in order that 
the corporation can use such 
funds or purchase the 
stock of a deceased stockholder? 
A. This question deals with one 
the most difficult Federal es- 
tax situations prevaili 
lay. The Treasury Department 
has not taken a clear cut posi- 

i matter. As for dan- 
the two sections 
de which require care- 
1g in this regard are 
. dealing with unlaw- 

surplus, 
I the law, and, 
secondly, Section 115(g). Under 
section, the Commis- 
migh take the position, 
properly drawn stock 
agreement does not 
yr good business purpose 
shown, that upon the 
insurance being 
to purchase the stock of a 
stockholder, such pro- 
ds used for the stock purchase 
in effect tituted 


of a close 


to retire 


\f 


no 


State ng 


the 
gers, however, 
the Co 

watchir 
102 
accumulated 


ut under 


as 


cannot De 
the 


proceeds of 






sed 





n 








c 
purpose ecns a 
distribution of a dividend. If the 
Commissioner prevailed in this 
kin rf contention, the reci- 
pien he sums would be sub- 
ect ) an income tax with re- 
gard to the distribution. 

32. Q@. What about the sur- 
viving stockholder: would there 
be any dangers to him? 


A. Yes 


Succeeded 


Commissioner 


that 
Ullal 


If the 
in his contention 
deceased stockholder’s estate 
received a distribution of a divi- 
dend upon his stock being sur- 
rendered to the corporation, he 


the 
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|might take a similar position 
;with respect to the surviving 
stockholder. In other words, if 
the surviving stockholder, by 
virtue of the corporation having 
; purchased the stock of the de- 
ceased stockholder, now becomes 
the sole owner of all of the stock 
issued and outstanding, he is en- 
riched to the extent his in- 
creased corporate holdings. Prior 
to the first stockholder’s death, 


oi 


the surviving stockholder owned 
50% of the corporation. Now he 


owns 100%. Under such circum- 
stances, the Commissioner could 
conceivably argue that the sur- 
viving stockholder, too, had a 
distributable dividend the ex- 
tent of the increased value of his 
ownership of stock in the corpo- 
ration. 


to 


As indicated, this situa- 
tion has not been crystallized at 


all and, therefore, every case 
that is presented regarding a 
prospective stock purchase by a 
corporation, either on _ retire- 


ment or death of a stockholder, 
should be considered on its own 
merits, and specific responses 
should be provided to the facts 
as Offered. 


33. Q. Will an estate be en- 
titled to a marital deduction 
based on the following provi- 


sion: “I give and bequeath $100,- 
000 to my beloved wife, to be paid 
to her one year from the date of 


my death if she be alive at that 
time”? 

A. No. This would qualify 
for the marital deduct Under 


an inter- 
g spouse 
ital de- 


Section 812(e) (1) (D 
est passing to a survivin 
will not fail and 





the n 
Lie 












duction will be allowed where 
the bequest or devise made 
conditional upon surviving 
spouse living for a period of six 
months. As in this case, the 
testator directed that the de- 
volvement to the wife be condi- 
tioned upon her surviving for a 
period of one year is in 
excess of the six-m period 
as provided under the law, and 
therefore the property left to the 
wife will not qualify the 
marital deduction 

34. Q. In the case part- 
nership, are the premium paid 
on the lives of the partners for 
insurance deductible 

A. No 

35. Q. In the case ‘of the 
death of one partner axes 
be paid by the deceased wife? 

A. If the deceased partner paid 
premiums directly or indirectly 
or possessed incident wner- 
ship in the policy carried on his 
life, the proceeds will be held 
to be includible in hi 
able estate at death 

36. Q. Will any xes be re- 
quired to be paid by the irviv- 
ing partner in this 

A. This last qu would 
seem to imply that proceeds 
are to be paid to the partnership 


instead of to the insured’s 
or some other named beneficiary. 
Irrespective of the benefi 
designation, however there 
would be no deducti the 
premiums paid, d secondly, 
the proceeds being paid by rea- 
son of the death of nsured, 
would be exempt from income 
tax. The surviving partner 
therefore, would have t 
volvement. 

37. Q. Can 
corporation, who ha 
position, except 
advisor, be insured as 

A. The fact that the 
is not an Officer of 
tion would not contr 
importance of insuring 
mally, we do not classify 
rector as a key man. This 
not preclude insurance, h 
It would be advisable to set 
his functions in detail 
lish the value this in 
to the corporation. Assuming that 
he made a very important con- 
tribution to the succesful opera- 
tion of the business, the corpora- 
tion would possess such an in- 
surable interest in him 


wife 





ciary 


an 








a adlrector ol 


as 





would 
owever. 
forth 
to estab- 


dividual is 





is to per- 

mit it to procure and maintain 
insurance on his life and have 
| the same payable to it. In the 


event of his death, the proceeds 


State Bar Committee Appointments Announced 


Robert K. Bell, of Ocean City, | 


President of 


the New Jersey | 


State Bar Association, today an- | 


nounced the appointment of the 

following committees: 
COMMITTEE ON LEGAL ED- 

UCATION: Mahlon 


corn, Jr., Montclair; L. Stanley 
Ford, Hackensack; David L. Hor- 
uvitz, Bridgeton; E. Lawton 
Thurston, Jr., Camden. 

COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL 
LEGISLATION: Louis Auer- 
bacher, Jr., Chairman, Newark; 
Edward DeSevo, Jersey City; 
Harry Lane, Jr., Newark; 
Charles Lifland, Jersey City; 
George I. Marcus, Hackensack; 
David L. Smith, Trenton; Wil- 
liam Tulenko, Paterson; Howard 
R. Yocum, Camden; Burton D. 
Zehner, Woodstown. 

COMMITTEE ON UNLAWFUL 
PRACTICE OF THE LAW: Mil- 
ton T. Lasher, Chairman, Hack- 
ensack; Samuel Backer, Atlantic 
City; William J. Connor, Tren- 
ton; F. 
Jersey City; 
Millville; Arthur 
Newark; Samue! M. Hollander, 
Newark; David M. Klausner, 
Jersey City; Harry Nadel, Pater- 
son; Weidner Titzck, Camden. 

COMMITTEE ON LEGAL BIO- 
GRAPHY: Edmund S. Johnson, 
Chairman, Jersey City; David 
Armstrong, Rahway; G. Arthur 
Bolte, Atlantic City; John V. B. 
Wicoff, Trenton. 

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
IN DISTRICT & MUNICIPAL 
COURTS: George Warren, 
Chairman, Trenton; J. Mercer 
Burrell, Newark; Louis Gerber, 
Princeton; Paul R. Gordon, Pat- 
erson; Christian J. Jorgensen, 
Perth Amboy; Cyrus W. Lunn, 
Union City; Barclay P. Malsbury, 
Allentown; William J. Timney, 
Jersey City; Joshua V. Davidow, 
Bridgeton: Donald A. Gaver, 
Cape May; William T. Hilliard, 
3rd, Salem. 


Charles 
Cc. 


E. Gant, 
Gillette, 


Pitney, | 
Chairman, Newark:’Samuel All- | 


L 


Idah Frank-Schnitzer, | 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON 
ABOLITION OF COUNSELOR 
EXAMINATION: Aaron Lasser, 
Chairman, Newark; H. Russell 
Morss, Jr., Elizabeth; Charles H. 
Roemer, Paterson; Adrian M. 
Unger, Newark. 

RESOLUTION TO PAST 
PRESIDENT: Edward J. O’Mara, 
Chairman, Jersey City; Milton 
M. Unger, Newark; Thomas J. 


| Brogan, Jersey City. 





Passaic County 
Weekly Calls 


Before Assignment Judge 
Robert H. Davidson 
Weekly Call 
To be called Friday January 13th 


C—County Ct; S—Superior Ct 
193 C 94 C 95 C 
|97 C 98 C 102C 
| 106C 107C 108 C 

109 C 111. C 117C 

120 C 130 C 131C 

135€ 136 C 137C 

To be called Friday January 20th 

18 C 2445S 157 C 

325 C 217S 248S 

534S 535S 5378S 

299S 408S 539S 

84 C 531S 293S 

348 S 323 C 151C 

99 C 101C 


Note: Nos. 244, 157 and 325 are 
to be tried together. 


Announcement 








Solomon Tepper announces 
that Walter J. George has be- 
come associated with him for 
the general practice of law at 
156 Brcadway, Long Branch. 

; 


Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYs j{ + 


IRVING M. MINION 
Associated Adjusters 
24 Commerce St., Newark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2-5638 








received the corporation 
would be looked upon as consti- 
tuting a financial replacement 
for the loss of a capital asset. 

38. Q. How does the Treas- 
ury Department look upon an 
endowment or retirement income 
policy used to provide deferred 
compensation with the key man 
insurance for key man to avoid 
Section 102 penalties? 

A. This question can not be 
answered with any general 
statement. If it appears from all 
of the facts in the case that the 
corporation has been accumu- 
lating a surplus beyond the rea- 
sonable needs of its business, it 
has thereby failed to distribute 
cividends ana accomplish the 
avoidance of the imposition of 
surtaxes on its stockholders, the 





by 


hw 


type of contract would be scru- 
tinized. Unquestionably, the 
Commissioner would cite the 


fact that the corporation car- 
ried an expensive type of policy, 
building up a substantial equity 
with sums that it could have 
(Continued on page 6 col. 1) 
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(Continued from page 5) 
otherwise distributed as divi- 
dends. Alternatively, suppose it 


appeared that the key-man em- 
ployee insisted on having some 
kind of endowment or retirement 


contract issued in his favor, with 
a view of providing deferred 


compensation, or otherwise plan- 
ned to leave the employ of the 
corporation. Under these cir- 
cumstances, if the employee was 
important enough to the 
poration and it did not 


see him sever his connection 
with it, in order to meet his 
demands, it might very well be 
carrying out a good business 


purpose and one which was nec- | 


encountering 

whatsoever 
Here is an- 
f the rele- 


without it 
any involvement 
under Section 102. 
othér case where all of 


essary, 


vant factors must be considered | 


specific 
can 


before any kind of a 
and authoritative response 
be given to the question. 
40. Q. Will the acceptance of 
a valuation on a gift tax return 


preclude the commissioner from 


asserting that the gift was made 
in contemplation of death? 

A. No. The acceptance of value 
deals specifically with the prob- 
lem of value alone, and does not 
eo to the question of whether or 
not the transfer was made in 
contemplation of death. This is 
a question which will arise, if at 
ail, ¢ the at of the donor. 

mie Q. Where the lifetime gift 
tax exemption of $30,000 has al- 
ready been taken before the 1948 
Revenue Act, can an additional 
$30,000 be taken now and, if so, 
how? 

A. If the $30,000 specific life- 
time exemption has already been 
utilized, then an additional $30,- 
000 excmption is not now avail- 
able. What the donor can do, 
however, is to consider that one- 





half of all gifts to the spouse 
are exempt. In addition where 
the donor’s spouse consents to 
all gifts made during the calen- 
dar year, ich gifts are to be 
treated as given 50% by each 
spouse. 

42. Q. Just what is meant by 
the trustee of a trust purchasing 
life insurance on another, which 
insurance might be used for pro- 
vidine liquidity for Federal es- 
tate taxes? wal you develop this 
thought fully‘ 

A. Assume that a taxpayer who 
is a substantial property holder 
created a trust for $100,000, with 
certain income producing securi- 
ties, and that the trustees, which 
included a fiduciary institution, 
were empowered to invest the 
sums earned by the trust in any 
way that they saw fit. If the 
trust indenture were so worded 
as to avoid directions by the 
erantor to purchase insurance, 
either expressed or implied, and 
the trustees chose of their own 
volition, in pursuance of their 


empowerment, to procure insur- 
ance on the life of the grantor 
of the trust, they could do so. By 
using income from the trust 


and/or a part of the corpus and 


insuring the life of the donor, 
they would provide certain life 
insurance proceeds upon his 
death, payable to the _ trust.| 


Within the scope of their author- 
ity, upon the death of the grant- 
or, they could use insurance pro- 
ceeds which they had on hand 
to purchase non-liquid assets 
from his estate. Thus the requis- 
ite liquidity to meet Federal 


| taxes and other mandatory costs 


cor- | 
want to, 


| market. 


of the testator’s estate could be 
provided. Simultaneously, the 
trust might get the benefit of 
buying in valuable assets on be- 
half of the beneficiaries of the 
trust, which assets might other- 
wise sacrificed in the open 
A number of objectives 
could be accomplished. First. 
with respect to the property that 
transferred to the trust, income 
taxes might be saved, in that the 
income which was now received 


be 


; would no longer be taxable to 
the grantor at the higher surtax 
rates, but rather would be tax- 
ible to the trust, and upon dis- 
tribution to the _ beneticiaries, 
deductible by the trust and tax- 
able to them at lower rates. 


Secondly, barring the gifts being 
in contemplation of death, the 
gerantor’s estate will have been 
decreased by the amount of the 
value of the property transfer- 


in less Fed- 
his death. 


red, thereby resulting 


eral estate taxes upon 





Thirdly, contemplating the pos- 
sibility of the grantor leaving a 
number of valuable but non- 
liquid assets and _ insufficient 
sums to meet all mandatory costs 
of his estate, by the trustees us- 
ing part of the income or corpus 
or both, to purchase insurance 
on the life of the grantor, they 
vould be in a position to use 
these proceeds to purchase as- 
sets from the grantor’s estate 





it his death, thereby oviding 
the necessary cash equired. 
Finally. by virtue of the fact 
that the trustees would have 
this cash, they would be in a 
position to purchase valuable 
assets which might otherwise be 
sold for a lot less than their 
worth kecause of the necessity of 
raising cash at an early date to 
meet the Federal estate taxes 
ind other mandatory costs. 

Q. When do installment 


rule in 
become 
is 


payments under the new 
seneficiary agreements 
axable? When total corpus 
exhausted? 

A. Since the promulgation ol 
Treasury decision 5515 in May 
1646, where proceeds are payable 
in installments, even though the 
installment payment includes 
interest or accretions, no part of 
the installment payments are 
subject to income tax in the 
hands of the beneficiary. This is 
so irrespective of for what period 
the installment payments con- 
tinue and whether or not pay- 
ments are made by the company 
to the beneficiary after the origi- 
nal corpus is exhausted. 

44. Q. What if the insurance 
proceeds were left wit th the com- 
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| ion 


| cedent, 





| the 


| pagy under an interest option? 
} 


A. Under those circumstances, 
the interest payments would be 
- ject to income tax in the 

hens of the recipient bene- 
ficiary. 

45. Q. If the insurance pro- 
visions provide that proceeds to 
wife be paid in installments, 
with power of appointment and 
in default of exercise of power 
of appointment, then to chil- 
dren, what would happen if 
wife’s will did not specifically 
deal with the power of appoint- 
ment but left her estate to her 
brother? Would the children or 
brother receive the proceeds of 
insurance? 

A. The 


insurance company is 


required to pay the insurance 
proceeds as directed under the 
life insurance policy. If, in the 
case cited, the wife failed to 
exercise the power of appoint- 
ment and the instructions to the 
insurance provided that’ the 
proceeds were to be paid to the 
children upon this default, the 
proceeds would be payable to 
the children, since the insurance 
policy id no e will would 
control. 

46. Q. Would a marital de- 
duction be allowed in a situa- 
tion where a husband creates a 
trust under his will for his se- 
cond wife, with income payable 
to her at least annually, with a 
general power of appointme 
as to principal and, in the ab- 
sence of exercise of the power, 
residue to son by first wife: (1) 

t tl husband draws 


wife, in his opinion, 

















of ever drawing a 

legs adjudication) ? 

A AT 3B he time the husband 

( ws } will, his ~ has been 
id¢ incompet t? 

4. Let’s take cae. second ques- 
tion firs aT cat e time the 
husband draws his will, the 
has been adjudicated 1 
neompete and no 1 
has been made for a legal guard- 
ian, and authority is not given 
to a legal gi in who may 
be subsequent appointed, to 
exercise power, it is my 
opinion tl estate yuld 
not be entitled to mi al de- 
duction. This answer is based 
on the reasoning that the hus- 


W had the know- 
impossibility o 
exercise Ol pow- 
by the 
ual provid- 
will. It 
ital ds = 
be- 
ol eX- 
appoint- 


have 
the 


nee 


dil 


band 
ledge of 
performa 
er appointment 
time he t 
the powet 
m that the m 
would be barred 
impossibility 
of the power of 
by the wife. 
th respect to the first 
I would be inclined 
the answer would 
ely upon the founda 
opinion. If he knew 
was mentally incompetent 
though not legally ad- 
we go back to the an- 
above. If, on the 
the husband's “— 1- 
own alone, with- 
support, or based 
upon blind prejudice, in spite 
of the fact that was of the 
opinion that his wife might not 
be capable of ever drawing a 
will, she might still be able to 
erercise a general power of ap- 
pointment, which would be re- 
cognized for marital deduction 
purposes. If all the other con- 
ditions are met, the husband’s 
estate would be entitled to the 
marital deduction. The wife 
might be capable of drawing a 
will, notwithstanding the hus- 
band’s opinion. If she not, 
the property over which she 
would have had the power had 
she been capable of exercising 
it would pass to her estate and, 
under such circumstances, would 
be taxable as part of her estate 
in any event. This being so, the 
Commissioner would not object 
too strenuously, because in per- 
mitting the marital deduction 
in the estate of the first de- 
it is contemplated that 
will be taxed in 
of the surviving 


or 
of wife 
it the 
ed for 
would ses 
duction 

cause 
ercise 
ment 

Wi 

tion, 
that 
larg 
his 
she 
even 
judicated, 
swer given 
other hand, 
was 
sound 








ol 


ques- 
to Say 
de >pend 
ion for 


that 


sO 


his 


out 


he 


is 


the property 
estate 
spouse. 


47. Q. Would the same gen- 
eral responses apply insofar as 
a power of appointment in a 
life insurance policy is concern- 
ed? 

A. Yes. 

48. Q. Where trust income 
used to acquire insurance on the 
grantor’s life is taxable income 
to the grantor, can insurance 
which is acquired on his life 
with moneys from the trust es- 


cape tax liability in his estate 
at death? 

A. No. If the income is held 
to be chargeable to the grantor 


under the trust, then the pre- 
mium payments will be constru- 
ed to have been indirectly made 
by him, and the proceeds will 
be taxable in his gross estate. 

49. Q. With respect to the 
on a $50,000 life insurance 
where the testator did not 
direct that the proceeds under 
these policies be kept from fed- 
eral estate taxes in an estate 
t is in excess of $10,000,000, 
What proportion of the estate 
ax would the beneficiary of the 
insurance proceeds have to 
be 


tax 
policy 









ar? 

A. Under Secti 
the Code as amends 
ed “Li iabilits Life 
a neficiaries” It. 21s 


on 826(c) of 
id, ¢ 
Insurance 
provided 
“U niess the decedent directs 
ain in his will, if any part 
the gross estate upon which 
a tax has been paid consists of 
proceeds of policies of insurance 
upon the life the decedent, 
receivable by a beneficiary other 
executor, the executor 
led to recover from 


entitl 
such portion of 


apt ion- 


ol 





ot 


ii the 
shall be 
such beneficiary 


he total tax paid as the pro- 
ceeds of such policies bear to 
the sum of the net estate and 
the amount of the exemption 
allowed in computing the net 
estate, determined under Se ction 
935(c)”. Note: The underlined 
words were added by Section 
404(b) of the 1942 Revenue Act, 


for the purpose of clarification. 









Following the statute then, in 

estate of $10.100.000, the 

tive tax would be $6,088,200, 

plus 77% of $40,000, or $6,119,- 

000. the amount in excess of 

$10.000.000 after deduction of the 

exemption. The portion of the 

tax allocable to the insurance 
proceeds would be 


$50,000 


$10,040,000 plus $60,000 


r approximately $30,300.00. Thus 
can be seen that where tl 
testator failed to exonerate the 
insurance proceeds from 
Ss in the example cited. 
of the proceeds could be 
by taxes. 

. Q. During 


estate 
LaXxe over 
60° 
wane 
the course of 
you suggested pro- 
a twenty-day leath 
under life insurance pol- 
to save state taxes. Would 
be better for the insured 
to leave the insurance proceeds 
with the company, directing 
to hold them under an interest 
option, giving the primary bene- 
ficiary the right to withdraw 
all or any part of the principal 
at any time? 

A. In advising that 
ed provide language such as 
the proceeds shall be payable 
to my wife Mary, if surviving 
twenty days after my death, 
otherwise to my son John”, I 
did so with the following 
thoughts in mind: Life insur- 
ance proceeds payable to a nam- 
ed beneficiary in New Jersey are 
entirely exempt from State In- 
heritance Taxes. The same is 
true in many other states. If un- 


your lec 
ding 


»laice 
ClaUSE 


ture, 


1¢1eS, 


it not 


it 


the insure- 


der the proposed language, the 
wife did not survive her hus- 


band twenty days; and the pro- 
ceeds were payable to the son, 
they would not be subject to 
State Inheritance Taxes. If on 
the other hand, the proceeds are 
left with an insurance company 
under an interest option, which 
provides that the primary bene- 
ficiary (the wife in this case) 
can withdraw part or all of the 
principal at any time, and if the 
wife died within a short time 
after her husband, quite con- 


'ceivable, Inheritance taxes 
{might be sought by the State) 





T;ust-Busting Drive 
Launched by Missouri 
Attorney General 


Set Ne 
JEFFERSON CITY (ACCN)—#lear 
A statewide trust-busting cam ence! 
paign is being launched in Missp¢25° 
un 


souri by State Atty. Gen. J. E 
Taylor, who has announced the! 
establishment of a special divi 
sion in his office to enforce vigjf!" 
orously the state’s antitrus#ee> 
laws. 

“In my opinion,” Taylor said 
“Missouri has the best antitrusiff* 
laws in the country, but I have 
not been able to enforce ther. 
in the past because of lack off, 
money.” 

The 1949 state legislature gave . 
ane $100,000 to be used solely for 
actions during the bi 
period ending June 30 








n titrust 
pena 
1951. 

Taylor said the new 
headed by John G. 
Kansas City, has 
preliminary surveys 
months. Investigat 


division. 
Brannon j 
been makirg 
the last tvaq 
ors have com4 





if we can.’ 


piled information to be used my EI 
Suits as they are brought z 
Although declining to nama \ fie 
any lines of business which ha fo 
believed might be sued, Tay] , a ; 
said: “Our preliminary survey : 
justify the belief that conspir24, 
cies to fix prices are general in 
Missouri. We’re going to stop 7 dae 
4 
‘ 
7 . 
’ | NN | 























Any conspiracy in restraint of 
trade, or to destroy competitiox 
or to boycott or fix prices is 
legal under Missouri antitrus 
statutes. Conspirators can 04 
proceeded against by crimi1 
prosecution or “by injunctic ne 
On conviction, individuals 
corporations can ss fined ang 
barred from furthe operation, 
1 e state, Taylor said. 
¢ authorities proceed# 
not be taxable as parg—— 
» husband’s estate, becaus# 
payable to a name@ I 
. The night be tax# 
hov i? in vife’s esta WHEL 
n ta; the unpal d proce dg. 
Ss par the wife's ate, the 
State would that at heg 
death she was possessed of @#: 
right to withdraw all of the pro# 
reeds at any time, and that 
fact that she could have withg 
drawn them constituted an ex@: 
ercisable right equivalent  iggu- 
value to the proceeds themselve3 
Such right could be construe 


to be a taxable rig 
tion has never, 
ledge, been lit 
Jersey. 

If it is 
sured to certain that 
the event wife dies with 
a short time after his death tha 
the proceeds be paid to a si 
condary beneficiary, (his sc 
John), he can accomplish 
without subjecti the procee 
to possible State Inheritan 
taxes in her estate. All he ne 
do is to direct that the pr 
ceeds shall be left with the in 
surance company under its in 
terest option, with full pov 
to his wife Mary to withd aq, 
any part or all of said proce 2d 
at any time after twenty cant 
of his death, and in defaul’ 
her doing so, have the proc¢ed 
paid to his son John. 


TAX WORKSHOP COURSEF- 


Prepare — Qualify for 
New Tax Practice athe 
SPRING SESSION—1950 as ee 


- 


Analysis and Research in Federe “a 
Taxation f 
Research Problems in Taxation 
Fundamentals and Principles ° LI 
Federal Taxation (1st half—inciv! 
duals, income and deduction 


ht. This ques 
to my knoy 
igated in Ne 
the desire of the 
make 


his 


ng 














Fundamentals and Principles ¢j#ST 
Federal Taxation (2nd half—co'@ x... 
porations, partnerships, estate 
and miscellaneous) eeased, w 

Write or Telephone for Bool:le he cai 

Approved School Under G. I. Billi 

Director Jess J. Lappner, B.S., LL.B 

50 BROADWAY Whitehall 3-21% 

Five Minutes from Hudson Terminat 

*Registered by Univ. of State of N.Y. 
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Bank Clearings Fall 


uri Under '49 Week 


B New York (ACCN) — Bank 
learings in the holiday week 











nded Jan. 4 displayed a shar} 
e2zsonal expansion, although 
volume failed to equal that 
Griese risieg week a year 
. Transactions for 25 leading 


Ol 


Apr 
go 


vied ities this week rose 20.7 per 
try spent to $14,295,439,000, from $11,- 
44.327,000 the previous week, 
..fu: were 5 per cent less than 
bet ast year, according to Dun & 
ote dstreet, Inc. 
ha ‘heck turnover at New York 
the-m§., ounting to $8,139,421,000, re- 
k le:ted a gain of 30.8 per cent 


week’s sum, but it was 
cent from the like 
ago. The 24 outside 


bove last 
mn 3 per 
k a year 


ae es contributed $6,156,018,000, 
e of 9.5 per cent in the week, but 

. sss of 7.5 per cent under the 
S10 1@-e r ago figure. 


LEG AL NOTICES 


I NEW JERSEY 
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h haf! 
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1 re 
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ee 
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FEDERAL TAX NOTES 


HAROLD KAMENS 


INCOME TAX 
Deficiency: Notice of deficiency 
C to attorney did not bind 
taxpayer. 

FACTS: The Collector’s office 
a deficiency notice correctly 
addressed to taxpayer in an en- 
ype addressed to his attorney 
had previously filed a power 
of attorney. 


HELD: Power 


le d 





sent 





vel 


of attorney au- 
rized Collector to send a copy 
notices to at torney but 
= authority did not 
ficiency notice. Stew- 
T. C. Memo., Novem- 


power 





art x 
ai V 


ber 22, 1s 


Costs: Over-ceiling payments 
are part of cost of goods sold. 

FACTS: During 1945 and 1946, 
taxpayer purchased carloads of 


lumber at prices in excess of OPA 
ceiling prices. Com. seeks to dis- 
allow the excessive prices. 


Sullenger v. 
the court de- 


HELD: Following 
Com.,. 11 Ec: 1076. 


termined that over-ceiling pay- 
ments were properly part of cost 
of goods sold. Williamson v. Com., 
T.C. Memo., November 28, 1949. 
_Be odue tions: Expenses away 
home are not allowable if 

in indefinite employ- 


1942 and 1943, 
in a navy 
C. and 





ixpayer seeks 























co Oo ibsisten 
riod 
ELD: Since axpayer’s em- 
! igh indefini e i 
mporary, expens- 
nere ha 
1 e v. Com, F. ¢ 
Mem N oer 29, 1949 
Deductions: No loss was allow- 
i tn ta te s€ 
FACTS: T e! a rus 
t enga ged he uid- 
mn. Thed 
) dad by tl ru 
VOLV ¢ —acc1iaen 1 
th broug 
{ n } 1 and 
B oO a ti I 
a> r 
Sé ? Y T ) 
I P< n de- 
; 4 ‘ 
f call h 
Whitn ey Co Le Fs €. 
Gross Income: T ) We 
} fide foreign resid: 
FACTS: In 1942, taxpaye 
Bahama Islands to super- 
uz e coverag na - 
S ject. Taxpayer re- 
l U. S. in 1944. Dur- 
ing + s family lived in ths 
TS] ed by absentee bal- 
lot, and continued his social affi 
n 
HELD: In view of above, tax- 
was not a bona fide for- 
o side! Hence, his earn- 
- 1943 were taxable. Thor- 


i ©. e: 
Moving 


sell v. Com 


motive tions: expenses 


i e instant case were held to 
be personal 
FACTS: In 1945, taxpayer, an 
rmy officer, for personal con- 





ce taxpayer was not 
red to move as part of his 
duties, such expenses 


not deductible. Nichols v. 
m.,.?3 F. .¢: 

Family Partnership: Valid 
partnership existed in the in- 
tant case. 


nite » 1911, taxpayer and 
his wif entered into the aol 
cip br ) i business as partner 
rit fe supplying the ini- 





tal and the taxpayer de- 
his full services. Through- 

years, they continued as 
although the wife’s 
cipal services were more or 
less on a consulting basis. 

HELD: The parties entered in- 
to a valid partnership in good 
faith. Trapp v Jones, Coll., D.C 
December 2, 1949. 


ns moved his family 
‘nia to Kentucky, one 
station to another. 


Reorganization: 


exchange was in the 
instant case. 
FACTS: Following a reorgani- 


zation under Sec. 112 (g) (1) (D) 


present 














involving an exchange of stock, 
approximately 68% of the stock- 
holders of the predecessor corp- 
oration owned 100 if the out- 
standing and voting stock of the 
new taxpayer corporation 

Taxpayer contends the reor- 
ganization was taxable since the 
transferee corporation was not 
controlled by at least 80% of the 
old stockholders. 

HELD: The _ exch was 
nontaxable because 68 of the 
stockholders constituted a con- 
tinuing interest. Reilly Oil Com- 
pany v. Com., 13 T.C.- 

Deductions: Taxes were allow- 
ed aS a genuine business ex- 
pense. 

FACTS: Taxpayer ed sub- 
Stantially all the land in a Cali- 
fornia reclamation district and 
its stockholders owned all the 




















bonds issued by su district 
Com. seeks to disallow assess- 
ment taxes paid by yer to 
district on the ground that the 
payments were m alter 
ego OI taxpayer. 

HELD: Two separate entities 
existed so that the t S were 
deductible. Birch R:« 1 & Oil 
Company v. Com., 13 T.C.- 

Deductions: Ex rent 
paid to sole stock Was 

the 
O. 
ste u- 
r é C 
1 Sse( def ¢ tau- 
ran a paid O 0 - 
O00 ent ¥v 
{i S eros 

' > [es th 
exc S of $3.600 
dividends disgui 

HELD: In abs 

l€ t1o ( 

resun ) be _ 
ower v. Com., T. ¢ NOv- 
ember 18, 1949 

Cost of Sales: G 

ethcd ) deter) 

S accepted. 

FACTS: Taxp ss 
) tes Ol oe 
hroughout t 
reported 
ransactlons. - 
ords were n 
ascertained g2 

ercentage of 

HELD: In abse d 
yr other proof 
161 tion will 
Scorelle v. Com., T. ¢ 
November 29, 1949. 

Grantor Trusts: 
was created in the i1 ASE 

FAC TS: Taxpayer ted a 
trust providing th 
death, trust income should go to 
spouse. If spouse pred ised 
him, then to other t b- 


jects of trustor’s bounty. If there 
were no longer in uch 
natural beneficiari« then the 


property would pas: 





to the state succession | 
payer could not subsequently 
appoint the recipient f the 
corpus. 

HELD: The preceding instru- 
ment prevented grantor from 


appointing the beneficial inter- 
ests so that a valid trust was 
created. Goodan v. C we &. 


November 30, 1949 
Method 


true income 


Memo., 
Gross Income: 

in ascertaining 

acceptable. 
FACTS: Taxpayer ¥ 


book- 


maker receiving bets from many 
agents to whom he paid com- 
mission. No permanent records 
of intake were kept and tax- 


Nontaxable 





Weckstein Named To 
Committees 


Herman B. J. Weckstein, New- 


|ark attorne}~Ras been named as 


a member of the “Transporta- 


tion Committee, Section of Ad-| 


ministrative Law” 


‘Mohawk Report Shows 


Continued Growth 


Philip Klein, President, an- 
nounced that the Mohawk Sav- 
ings and Loan Association at 
December 31, 1949, had total as- 


of the Ameri-| sets of $12,210,721.24 as compar- 
can Bar Association He has also} eg with 


$10,382,219.62 at the end 


been appointed to the Commit-| of 1948. Of the total assets cash 
j}amounted to $1,482,587.13; Unit- 


tee on Practice Before Regula- 
tory 
Federal Government and Unau-| 
thorized Practice of Law” of the} 
Association of Interstate Com-| 
merce Practitioners. 


Announcement 





Paul Bartel and John Sartoga 


announce the formation of a 
partnership for the general 
practice of law under the firm 


name of Bartel & Sartoga, 260 








Bodies of the States and! eq States Government Bonds to 


| $1,715,000.00; First 
Loans to $8,713,061.51. 

Members’ Savings equalled 
$11,451,381.98 as compared with 


Mortgage 


| $9,469,700.06 a year ago. Reserves 


| increased 


Dayton Avenue, Clifton, New} 
Jersey. 
payer deposited monies under 
many aliases. 

Com. reconstructed income 
from whatever records were} 
available and the testimony of 


taxpayer’s agents. A fraud pen- 


alty was added to the final tax. 
HFLD: Under the _ circum- 
stances, the method of determ- 


a reasonable 
T. C. Memo., 


ining income was 
one. Hotze v. Com.., 
November 30, 1949. 
Fraud: Circumstances 
fied the assessment of 
penalty. 
FACTS: 


justi- 
fraud 


Taxpayer operated 
several theaters for which the 
books were kept by an employee 
trained in bookkeeping. 
books were of a Single entry 
There were many discrep- 
ancies between the cash deposit- 

and the amount entered in 
books. Many of the expenses 
laimed had justification in 
Tact. 

HELD: The variations 
Income aS per above mer 
ssertion of fraud 
v. Com., T. C. Memo., 
30, 1949. 


not 


type. 


ed 
the 





no 


in net 
ted the 
penalty 
Manos Nov- 


ember 


ESTATE TAX 





ee Tax: Commissione1 
l ol 10rtal table for eval- 
lating remail after life estate 
was upheld. 

FACTS: In 1942, decedent cre- 
ated a trust viding that the 
income of same was to go to hi: 

ife for her life with remainder 

) on. If income went below 

f re, then the princi- 
pal was to be invaded. At de- 
cedent’s death in 1944, Com. used 


Regulations 
the value of 
figure wa 
gross estate 
re- 


A, Tres 
105, in ascertail 
the life estate. 
ubtracted from 
to determine the 
mainder. 
HELD: 


Table asury 
ning 
This 
the 
value of the 


absence of proof 
that the table was clearly erron- 
eous, the computation of the 
Com. is presumed to be correct. 
Est. of Koshland v. Com., C.C.A., 
November 17, 1949. 


BUREAU RULING 


In 


Estate Tax: In the decision of 
Jandorf’s Estate v. Com., 171 F 
(2) 464, it was held that U. S. 
bonds issued after March 1, 1941. 
are not includible in the gross 
estate of a nonresident alien who 
is not engaged in business in the 
U.S. 

Since 
tax on property 
of relationships 
death, such bonds are not ex- 
empt and will be includible as 
part of the gross estates despite 
the above decision. E. T. 22, 1949- 
24-13241. 

Inspection of Tax Returns: By 
an executive order dated Decem- 


the estate tax is not a 
7 but on a shifting 
to property at 
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A case in point 
memorandum of law, 
an appellate brief 
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© 8-0719 4500 | 


THe. (ourt Press 
‘ LAW PRINTERS 
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The | 


to $751,320.97 from 
$650,015.66. 

During the entire year of 1949, 
the dividend rate on savings re- 
mained at 215% per annum. 


Bankruptcies 











and Road Maple 
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orate income tax returns as an 
aid to their functions. T. C. 5675. 
MISCELLANEOUS 

Liens: Beneficiary of trust ma 
maintain action to cancel a levy 

FACTS: Plaintiff is the wife 
of a settlor who created an ir- 
revocable trust making sane 
the beneficiary. Subs: ent 
defendant issued a wareuad for 
distraint on all the property of 


he husband in the hands of the 
trustee. 

As a result, the trustee 
fused to pay the plaintiff any of 
the monies due her as the bene- 
ficiary. Plaintiff files suit to can- 

el the levy. 


has re- 


HELD: This suit was maintain- 
able since plaintiff is not the t tax- 
payer and would otherwise be 


unable to secure relief. Schwein- 
ler v. Manning, Collector, D. C., 
N. J., December, 1949. 


IRA D. DORIAN 


COUNSELLOR AT yg 
SPECIALIZING 
APPELL: — — AC TICE 


BRIEF WRITING 
1060 Broad St., Newark, N. J. 
MArket 3-7680 











FOREIGN ATTORNEYS 


MEXICAN ATTORNEY 


Registered with Mesrcican Consulate 
Graiuate U. 8. Law School 
Mezrican Immigration Cases 


Luis Rojas de la Torre 
50 East 42nd Street, N.Y. 
MUrray Hill 2-0780 
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Passaic County Pretrials 


Before Superior Court Judge | Thursday January 19th 
Robert H. Davidson 1355 Sup. Ct. at 10 A.M. 
Peeeennee 1396 Sup. Ct. ” ” ” 
Monday January 16th Gone cb. " 7? ” 
326 Sup. Ct. at 10 A.M. | 358 Sup. Ct. at 11 A.M. ° 
pe) pup. ct. ” ” ” | 359 Sup. ct. ” ” ” 
pep oun. Ct. ” ” ” | 360 Sup. Ct. 
331 Sup. Ct. at 11 A.M. |361 Sup. Ct. at 12 Noon 
332 Sup. ct. ” ” ” |362 Sup. Ct. ” ” S 
Bee pup. ct. ”* * ” is63 sup. Ct. ” ” , 
335 Sup. Ct. at 12 Noon |364 Sup. Ct. at 2 P.M. 
o306 Sup. ct. ” ” Y ioos sup: Ct. ” " ” 
337 Sup. Ct. ” ” ? ooo asup. Cb. ” * ~”. 
Wednesday January 18th 369 ~an ig at 3 P.M. 
338 Sup. Ct. at 10 A.M. (370 tn co 


; a ea a ae | Friday January 20th 
341 Sup. Ct. at 11 AM a ee 
ae aa ees 1271 Sup. Ct. 
342 Sup. Ct. np © : ae 
343 S Ct el oe ales 372 Sup. Ct. 
to iota 373 Sup. Ct. at 3 P.M. 
344 Sup. Ca. at 12 Noon aM hes aS 
co ary | 374 Sup. Ct. 
345 Sup. Ct. 1376 Sup. Ct 
sthoup. Ct. ” ” is ‘ ; 
347 Sup. Ct. at 2 P.M. 
pou mup. Ct. ” ” ” | 
pot sup. ct. ” ” ° j 


Alexander M. MacLeod 


352 Sup. Ct. at 3 PM |Monday January 16, 1950 
353 Sup. Ct. ah cons asl 113 Co. Ct. at 10 A.M. 
354 Sup Ct. yoo” 308 Sup. Ct ae da ie 


311 Sup. Ct. 
315 Sup. Ct. at 11AM 
THOMAS CIFELLI 313 Sup. Ct. " " ” 
Lt; eB 8D. 1320 Sup. Ct. 
REGISTERED PATENT AND 317 Sup. Ct. at 12 Noon 
605 Broad Street 1319 Sup. Ct ’ ” 
Newark 2, N. J. lage Be a aaeaan ae 
MArket 3-4190 ea 
322 Sup. Ct. 
“a ise Sup. Ct.. at 3 P.M. 
NCRMAN N. POPPER |/323 sup.ct. ” "| 
REGISTERED PALENT pees oe. Ct. ne ape 
a : | Wednesday, January 18, 195 
micmpeed 129 Co. Ct. at 10 AM. 
17 Academy St. Newark 2, N. J. ]| 132 Co. Ct arr 
Mitchell 2-1406 134 Co. Ct 
a ee or Th. CL at 11 AM. 
a MOO. ©. ~ ” 7 


CAN A LAYMAN CONDUCT oH “og — or 
AN INVESTIGATION? 142 Co. Ct. ex’ Yaw? tose 
Longstreet Detective 147 Co. Ct 
144 Co. Ct. at 2 P.M. 
Bureau moo: ct. * * ” 
ONRange 4-8195 144 Co. Ct. ” ” = 
519 Main St., East Orange, N. J. J} 143 Co. Ct. at 3 PM 




















139 Co. Ct 
149 Co. Ct. 
d and Ronded hy the State of N. J. 


"ALBERT W. BIDDULPH Thursd ay, January 19, 1950 


DETECTIVE AGENCY |lisocu cu 


criminat & Domestic Investigator: 166 Co. Ct. 
tonstable Service - Armed Guards 155 C = ’ 
ELiz. 2-7160--Day 1143 E. Jersey St 59 Co. Ct. a 
Ne-tfeld 2-5588-R Suite 201 156 Co. Ct. 
fter5 00 P.M izabe N.J a ‘ ‘ 
After 10 PLN Elizabeth, N. J 158 Co. Ct. 





11 A.M 





160 Co. Ct. at 12 Noon 
ao. ° * 
163 Co. Ct. 

162 Co. Ct. at 2 P.M. 

z A ios 60, Cb: * 7 ”* 
ieee t Tr a 

danus Detective Agency |) 523 coc: 





LICENSED Elizabeth 2-335! 
EOXDED 2-215 
2-215: 


we 








Suite 601-602 167 Co. Ct. at 3 P.M. 
1143 E. Jersey St., Elizabeth. N. J. 1468 Co. Ct. ” ” ” 
CHARLES HANUS, Princis 169 Co. Ct. 
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1 DURA®LE CONTAINER FOR OUTFIT 


Add $1 for our DeLuxe 


Au PR s Tu ly Bound in Riaci: Levant Kivar Covers Green Set—an unrivaled 
Printed Minutes .................... $1.00 Extra value at only $12 
Corporation Name Gold Lettered ant : a 

BEE IES $1.00 Extra Satisfaction Guaranteed. 


! If check accompanies order, you save both postage and C.O.D. fees. 


fEGAt STATIONERY CO., INC. 


298 BROADWAY NEW YORK 7,N. Y. COrtlandt 7-1743 


“A Complete Service To The Legal Profession” 





Before County Court Judge 
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PRETRIAL LIST, JANUARY 


WAS JLS DJB JJF  JEC 
10 A. M. 
298E 422 §=529) 390 
380 465E 1541) 1118 
1399 499E 877 
11 A. M. 
207E 222 T15E 
6°7 681E 696E 1597E 725 
650 678E 708E 1643E 736 
671E 691E 709E 466 1817 
12 Noon 
1367 1626E 1359 1402 1123 
1369 1632E 1764E 1665E 1124 
1385 401 1525E 777 
pm eee; 
1664E 1782E 1453 = 157 747 
1417 1420 1552 1581 745 
1699E 145] 339 1582 1125 
ts gee. B 
636 695 738 =-1748 754 
1655 725 599 =—-1757 731 
168 1754 1728 1352 778 


PRETRIAL LIST, JANUARY 24, 
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1) A. M 
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$56 925 Te} »b4 19 
yy) 0) 56. 88 


12 Noon 


16 614 617 1624 bo0 

1612 1615 1622 1625 1651 

1613 1616 1623 1649 1652 
PP MM. 

678 696 i 1736 56 

1679 69 734 1737 = 767E 

638 i 735‘ 1739 41 
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} ) 652 OE 813E 


PRETRIAL LIST, JANUARY 25, 
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tt Essex County Pretrials 





Suliieg: _Juouary 20, 1950 
170! Co: Ct. at 11 AM 


171..Co. 
176 Co. 
172 Co. 
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174 Co. t:. aha 
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LEGAL NOTICE 
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Classified 


RATE: Thirty cents per agate 


































































































23, 1950 12 Noon line. Count six words te 
ISN| 158E 971 764E 765E 772E 977 PHONE — MI 32-0075 or send 
WSN aoe ts 2 a yi your copy to 
762E 978 980 997 1916 1020 NEW JERSEY LAW JOURN&: 
234E TIE 1011 990 =:1051 1017 906 24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N. J. OL. 
624 2 P. M. 
1120; 1025 783E 800E 792E 1033 798E BUSINESS OPPORTUNITY e 
779E 785E 1031 805E 1086 1060 : ———— rT 
733| 804E 794E 1044 1071 1087 1033 r 
Fone ae Associate Wanted 
739| 794 1062 802E 91E 9046 go8E | Lawyer, over 40 years practice REGI 
1318) go9m 907E 1070 1079 910E 909E | in position to use assistance, ©™ 
b 
1654 1067 9S03E 1030 801E 905E | Seeks younger associate with . 
sae : . toe 
ane PRETRIAL LIST, JANUARY 26, 1950 | independent practice to con-§ .. ¢ 
1528E WAS JLS DJB JJF JEC WSN | Solidate offices. Good future. 0° ¢ 
10 A. M. State experience and _ back- FEGL 
1603 | SI8E 823E 828E 831E 846E 829E | ground. Box 423. s st 
1699 | 82°9E 824E 855E 833E 849E 856E SB ifene 
5, | 822E §825E 830E 834E 854E 857E gh aire “B he 
621 a 7 ios ‘ EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNY. YY , 
11 A. M. Baan 
1682. 1083 1084 1085 867E 863E) YeUNG ATTORNEY. FURNISHED OFF j cen 
se | 838K 80E SRE OE GE S| ——— 
971| 366E 861E 869E 859E 1126 1128 EMPLOYMENT WANTED | ‘© 
v ise 
1950 12 Noon BERGEN COUNTY ATTORNI \ Bast 
1989 1090 1093 884E 898E 
ISN i 
" SE 879E 1088 882E 885E 896E : tin 
874E 880E 1091 S81E 883E 895E De =~, 
1448 . PTORNEY YOUNG, EMPLOYED 950. 4 
1449 27. Mi. et cle. 
1450{ 1094 1095 899E 1098 1096 1092 Ged autre , Ba’ 
26E 889E 891E 893E 890E 876E | ———— eR = L: he 
9Q7Ek 209F anor R04 807F S77E i sein aed ie ~ abe doeth AN om 
607 iE 8S2E 909E 894E 8s9g7E i7E Exp ; ; : t: l 
608 oy ey < AL us 
10| QUE 929E 919E 1073 924E 928E|ArrorNeY, is, over ow yEagpnslis 
912E 926£ 921E 1678 925E 914E ae ‘ es por 
1660; QI3E 916E 922E 923E 915E 930E Lateline ache 
1661 | PRETRIAL LIST, JANUARY 27. 1950 
1657; WAS JLS DJB JJF JEC WSN 
11 A. M. 
TOVE | 939F 943E 938E 946E 953E 969E 
186) 933k E 945E 950E 955E 958E 
1530! 9°5E 941E 951E 954E 937E 935E 
ME 2 Noon 
SIME) o3sk 972E 962E 967E 971E 1101 
S15E | ose 9563 968E 959E 1102 
SIGE) gst 961E 969E 973E 1103 
eA 2 P. M. 
1900) GT4E 976E 979E 1107 983E981E 
WSN! 1104 977E 1110 980E 984E 1109 
86E 978E 1106 982E 975E 1105 
si 3 P. M. 
3" QsTE 1113 989E 991E 994E 999E 
“97! Qs8E 1114 1115 993 BE 995E 1000E 
1 1129 990E 1130 998E 1117 
i34E y. Jan. 27, 1950—10 A.M. motions 
964 mae : 5 
d a S x + <7 f+ 
Ubi 
; re ee 
WAS—W A. Smith. Rm 222, CCH 
JLS—Joseph L. Smit 003: “CCH 
DJB—Dar | ee! 4 401 
CCH 
JJF—John J. Fi Rm 404, CCH 
JEC—Joseph E. Conlon 4 201. CCH STAT 8 rATED MI nd w 
WSN—W. Stanley Naughright ie He aa » t 
tm 104, CCH SECHIONAL BOGECAMRG. GL cue Nae his 
— $$$ $$$__________ ~ # Sections, $2 Large Flat t an 
LEGAL NOTICES nap tort SEEN ater ACRES Btruck 
= —— SS aee, throw: 






































: bi 2 ha 
rgenc 
FOR SALE endar 
“ re I Set Corpus Juris 2nd, Vol. 1 to 4 
sdinst tie subse with P. P. 1949 US:ng 
i fA ART I. FLYN) |# 1 Set Corpus Juris Vol. 1 to 72 in?! ligt 
or . 1 Set Corpus Juris Vol. 1 to 72 with "4 
\ I anno. to 1949 “siglo t 
12 , of 7 ” No reasonable offer refused. t 
LE ROY MILLAR es ify 
ee ons a 102 N. Main St., Paterson iia: 
ees I I I STHY ‘ LA 3-1803 n t 














en eaten MEXICAN ACTIONS 


sec het Meas a AND LAWS 


: : ( Specializing) 


HE HOW RO SA tie E NCTE ieincene Offices in Mexico Over 30 Year> 


HOHIN F. CONNOLLY. Attor a sae E. DEAN FULLER 




















CONSULT 
Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 
1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N.Y. 
Phone: LO. 5-3088 











ILE INSURANCE 


W: offer the service of a sound NEW JERSEY 
company engaged in the examination and insur- 
ance of titles to real estate in New Jersey. 


LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 
A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New Jersey 


7 NELSON PLACE ops. tex County Hall of Records NEWARK, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7875 Rates on Request 








oo || 24 W. 40th, N.¥.C. Penn. 6-06 





































